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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Since Applicant has cancelled all previously presented claims, Applicant's 
arguments with respect to new claims 21-40 are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 22-29 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claims 22-24 and 26-29 depend directly from cancelled claim 20. Claim 25 

depends from claim 24, which depends from cancelled claim 20. It appears that 
Applicant intended for claims 22-24 and 26-29 to depend from new claim 21 , and they 
have been interpreted accordingly. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 21-23, 26, 28, 30, 31, 34, 37, 38 and 39 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Fin et al. (US 6,240,444). 

5. With regard to claim 21 , Fin discloses a host client computer comprising: 

a browser application (web browser 130)(col. 5, II. 20-21) that issues a request 
for content on a server (web browser sends a request for a page through TCP/IP 
interface)(col. 7, II. 17-21), the request comprising a locator (URL) corresponding to the 
content (col. 7, II. 17-18); 

a communications interface (TCP/IP interface 120) (col. 4, II. 38-40; col. 7, II. 19- 
21) to a communications network (network 115) for establishing a communications link 
between the host client computer and a slave client computer on the communications 
network (requests are sent via network 1 15 to slave computer)(col. 7, II. 25-31); and 

a shared view engine for receiving an identification of the slave client computer, 
intercepting the request issued by the browser (request is intercepted by CCI 
redirector)(col. 7, II. 21-25), and providing, via the communications link to the slave 
client, a message comprising the locator (intercepted requests are sent to the slave 
client 150B via the network)(col. 7, II. 25-31). 

6. With regard to claim 22, Fin further discloses that the server is a Web server 
(Web server 110), the content is a Web page, and the locator is a Universal Resource 
Locator (URL) corresponding to the Web page (col. 7, II. 17-21). 
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7. With regard to claim 23, Fin furtlier discloses the host computer establishing a 
plurality of communications links to a plurality of slave client computers on the 
communications network (host computer may share pages with multiple receivers)(col. 
5, II. 59-63). 

8. With regard to claim 26, Fin further discloses that the communications network is 
the Internet (col. 4. II. 42-43). 

9. With regard to claim 28, Fin further discloses that the communications network is 
a wide area network (the lnternet)(col. 4, II. 42-43). 

10. Claims 30, 31 , 34, 37 and 38 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 21- 
23, 26 and 28, since they recite substantially identical subject matter. Any differences 
between the claims do not result in patentably distinct claims and all of the limitations 
are taught by the above cited art. In particular, Fin discloses that the client contains 
software for performing the claimed process (col. 4, 1. 66 to col. 5, 1. 7) 

1 1 . With regard to claim 39, Fin further discloses issuing by a browser application on 
the salve client computer a request for content from the server (any participant in the 
shared browsing session can request a new URL)(col. 13, 1. 65 to col. 14, 1. 5; col. 19, II. 
34-37). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 24. 25, 32, 33 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fin et al. (US 6,240,444) in view of Montulli (US 5,774,670). 

14. With regard to claims 24, 25, 32 and 33, while the system disclosed by Fin 
shows substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to 
disclose that the request contains cookie data associated with the content and that the 
cookie data is sent to the slave client. 

Montulli teaches a means of adding state information to HTTP, permitting web 
servers and clients to exchange state information for a variety of purposes (col. 7, II. 45- 
54). Montulli teaches including cookies in client requests (col. 7, II. 20-23) to exchange 
the state information and enable additional functionality. This would have been an 
advantageous addition to the system disclosed by Fin since it would have allowed state 
information such as user login information to be shared with the slave computers, 
permitting the slave computers to access the page when they did not have the 
appropriate cookie stored locally. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include cookie information in the requests issued by the 
host computer, since it would have allowed state information to be used for retrieving 
pages during a shared browsing session. 

15. With regard to claim 40, Fin discloses a system for generating shared views for 
browsing a web page, the system comprising: 
a host client comprising: 

a host browser application (web browser 130)(col. 5, II. 20-21) that issues 
a request for the web page on a web server (web browser sends a request for a 
page through TCP/IP interi'ace)(col. 7, II. 17-21), the host request comprising a 
uniform resource locator (URL) corresponding to the web page (col. 7, II. 17-18); 

a communications interi'ace (TCP/IP interface 120) (col. 4, II. 38-40; col. 7, 
II. 19-21) to a communications network (network 115) for establishing a 
communications link between the host client computer and a slave client 
computer on the communications network (requests are sent via network 1 15 to 
slave computer)(col. 7, II. 25-31); and 

a host shared view engine for receiving an identification of the slave client 
computer, intercepting the host request issued by the browser (request is 
intercepted by CCI redirector)(col. 7, II. 21-25), and providing, via the 
communications link to the slave client, a message comprising the uniform 
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resource locator (intercepted requests are sent to the slave client 150B via the 

network)(col. 7, II. 25-31); 

the slave client computer comprising a slave shared view engine for 

receiving the message from the host client computer and issuing a slave request 

for the web pages, the slave request comprising a uniform resource locator 

corresponding to the web page (requests made a the host client are duplicated at 

the slave client)(col. 8, II. 46-50). 
Fin fails to disclose that the requests contain cookie data associated with the content 
and that the cookie data is sent to the slave client. 

Montulli teaches a means of adding state information to HTTP, permitting web 
servers and clients to exchange state information for a variety of purposes (col. 7, II. 45- 
54). Montulli teaches including cookies in client requests (col. 7, II. 20-23) to exchange 
the state information and enable additional functionality. This would have been an 
advantageous addition to the system disclosed by Fin since it would have allowed state 
information such as user login information to be shared with the slave computers, 
permitting the slave computers to access the page when they did not have the 
appropriate cookie stored locally. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include cookie information in the requests issued by the 
host computer, since it would have allowed state information to be used for retrieving 
pages during a shared browsing session. 
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16. Claims 27, 29, 35 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fin et al. (US 6.240.444) in view of Renaud (US 6.021,491). 

17. With regard to claims 27, 29, 35 and 36, while the system disclosed by Fin shows 
substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose that 
the communications network is an intranet or a local area network. Fin fails to specify 
requirements for the communications network, stating only that it is a TCP/IP network 
and/or the Internet in some embodiments (col. 4, II. 35-43). 

Renaud teaches that web servers and clients may be connected using a variety 
of communications networks, including LANs and intranets (col. 5, II. 30-38). It would 
have been advantageous to extend Fin's system for use on LANs and intranets to 
permit users of those network types to share web pages. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to extend Fin's system for use on LANs and intranets to 
permit wed page sharing on those network types. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aaron Strange whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3959. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




AarorfStiiTnge 
GAU2153 
1/19/2008 



